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Two of the 18 crashes indicated below have been pulled from the accident statistics noted in the 


application as they involved other motor vehicles (noted above in the “Involved With” statistics on page 


2). We are only using 16 crashes (4 pedestrian/12 bicycles).  
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Alondra Blvd. looking west from Pioneer Blvd. Norwalk La Mirada Adult School is located on the 
north side of the street. The school as an average daily attendance of 500 students over the age 
of 18. According to Sharon Todd, Director, over 70% of students are Hispanic, 60% are under 30 
years of age, and most come from low-income homes with high unemployment. Ms. Todd 
estimates 50 walkers per day and approximately 25 bicyclists per day.  


Alondra Blvd. looking east from Studebaker Rd. -- Alondra Blvd. is a four lane road with an average 
speed limit of 40 MPH and an ADT of 31,041. Currently, Alondra has no bike lanes. It fronts Cerritos 
College on the north side and is a main thoroughfare to the college. Almost 24,000 students are 
enrolled at the college. Along with public transportation, many students bike and walk to school.  


No bike lanes 


Cerritos College 


Norwalk La Mirada 


Adult School 
No bike lanes 
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Looking west on Alondra Blvd. in 
front of Norwalk La Mirada Adult 
School. Bicyclists routinely ride 
against traffic in this area. As a 
result, five of the past 12 bicycle 
accidents have involved bicyclists 
riding against traffic. One bicycle 
accident resulted in a fatality. 
According to the Caltrans Local 
Roadway Safety Manual, most 
studies present evidence that 
bicycle lanes provide protection 
against bicycle/motor vehicle 
collisions. Locations with bicycle 
lanes also have lower rates of 
wrong-way riding. 


 


Along Alondra Blvd. many 
bike riders choose to ride 
on the sidewalk as they 
perceive this option to be 
safer than the street.  


Norwalk La Mirada Adult School 
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Alondra Blvd. looking west at 
Elmcroft Ave. This section of 
Alondra Blvd., across from the 
entrance to Cerritos College is 
the site of a side panel that 
separates homes from the main 
street. The side panel has 12 
mature ficus trees that are 
buckling and cracking the 
pavement.  In addition, the 
pavement is slanted toward the 
main Alondra Blvd. The trees’ 
size and location within the side 
panel also make it impossible in 
many areas to navigate this 
2,000 LF section with a bike or 
on foot. No ADA-compliant 
ramps exist.  


 


The City proposes to remove the 12 
mature ficus trees, remove the current 
side panel and replace with a new 
wider, even sidewalk with safety zone 
planter, ADA curb ramps, and safety 
lighting.  


No ADA Compliant ramps. 
















	
City	of	Norwalk	


ATP	Cycle	3	Grant	Application	
CCCC/CCC	Submission	Summary	


	
	
	
Project	Title	
	
Alondra	Active	Transportation	Improvement	Project	
	
Project	Description	
	
The	City	of	Norwalk	proposes	to	construct	approximately	one	mile	of	Class	2	bicycle	lanes	and	improve	a	
section	of	sidewalk	along	Alondra	Blvd.	between	Studebaker	Road	and	Pioneer	Blvd.	This	project	is	part	
of	a	long-range	project	identified	in	the	Gateway	Cities	2014	Strategic	Transportation	Plan	to	create	over	
14	miles	of	bike	lanes	along	this	corridor.		
	
Detailed	Estimate	
	
$983,500.		See	attached	estimate	for	details.	Does	not	include	non-infrastructure	costs.	
	
Project	Schedule:	See	attached	schedule.	
	
Project	Map:	See	attached	map.		
	
Preliminary	Plans:	See	attached	plan	for	location.	
	
	
Contact:		
Bill	Zimmerman	
Engineer	
City	of	Norwalk,	Los	Angeles	County	
562-929-5700	
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Date:


48667


Item No. F, D 
or M Quantity Units Unit Cost Total


Item Cost % $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $50,000.00 $50,000 100% $50,000
2 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000
3 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000
4 LS 100%
5 100%


6 2000 LF $15.00 $30,000 100% $30,000
7 12000 SF $1.00 $12,000 100% $12,000
8 22000 SF $2.00 $44,000 100% $44,000
9 7 EA $200.00 $1,400 100% $1,400


10 2000 LF $35.00 $70,000 100% $70,000
11 16000 SF $5.00 $80,000 100% $80,000
12 8000 SF $4.00 $32,000 100% $32,000
13 2000 LF $50.00 $100,000 100% $100,000
14 2 EA $4,000.00 $8,000 100% $8,000
15 24 EA $5,000.00 $120,000 100% $120,000
16 8000 SF $6.00 $48,000 100% $48,000
17 Striping 12000 LF $1.00 $12,000 100% $12,000
18 1 LS $30,000.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


19 6 EA $350.00 $2,100 100% $2,100
20 8000 SF $3.00 $24,000 100% $24,000
21 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000
22 100%
23 100%
24 100%
25 100%


$718,500 $718,500
$35,925 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


$718,500 $718,500


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs
$15,000
$140,000
$155,000 22% 25% Max


$110,000 15% 15% Max 


$265,000


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$983,500Total Project Cost: $983,500


Total Project Delivery: $265,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 110,000$                                           


Total Construction Costs: $828,500


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 140,000$                                           
Total PE: 155,000$                                           


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):
Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $
Preliminary Engineering (PE)
Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 15,000$                                             


Total RW: -$                                                       


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)
Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                       
Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                       


Safety Lighting
AC Placement


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees
Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Misc Roadway 


Concrete Removal


Slump Wall
Curb Ramps


Curb and Gutter Placement
Conc. Sidewalk Placement


Tree Removal


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 12-May-16City of Norwalk


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)
Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 
Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 
Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC
to construct


Mobilization


Curb and Gutter Removal
Asphalt Concerete Removal


Item 


Safety Zone Planter


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  
Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Project Description: Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project
Alondra Blvd between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Ave. 


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Bill Zimmerman License #:
Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan
Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)















Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Vicinity/Project Location Map 
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Cerritos 
Community College


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Square 
Shopping Center


DAC Tracts
6037554521 & 6037554600


Project Location







Cerritos College


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions - Studebaker Rd. to Pioneer Ave. 


Alondra Blvd. 


Add 12,000 LF of Class II Bike Lanes on the 
North & South side of Alondra Blvd.
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Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions - Studebaker Rd. to Pioneer Ave. 


Remove Ficus trees. Demolish 12,000 SF of cracked uneven concrete side 
panel and construct new sidewalk  & safety zone planter. Add safety 
lighting.
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May 23, 2016 


 


Mr. Malcom Dougherty 


Director, California Department of Transportation  


Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs, Division of Local Assistance  


P.O. Box 942874, MS-1 


Sacramento, CA 94274-0001 


 


Re:  City of Norwalk ATP Grant Application 
 


Dear Mr. Dougherty:  


 


It is with great pleasure that I write this letter in support of the City of Norwalk’s Active Transportation Program 


(ATP) Grant to construct a Class 2 bicycle lane and make other non-motorized safety improvements on Alondra 


Boulevard.  The proposed project site on the Alondra corridor, between Studebaker Road and Pioneer Avenue, is a 


high-traffic street that many cyclists, pedestrians, and students use daily to travel through the community, including 


to Cerritos College and to the Norwalk – La Mirada Adult School.  Currently, this busy road does not have any 


designated lanes for cyclists. The proposed project will increase the safety of non-motorized commuters, will 


enhance the use of alternative transportation for the community, and will increase the physical activity of residents. 


 


Additionally, the proposed project site on the Alondra corridor is located at the edge of two disadvantaged 


communities.  Some of these residents do not drive or own motorized vehicles, and would greatly benefit from a 


visibly-separated bike lane and additional pedestrian safety enhancements.  This four-lane boulevard is known to 


have a high volume of daily traffic, which has resulted in more than a dozen bicycle accidents in the past few years, 


one of which was fatal.  


 


As Norwalk’s representative in the California State Senate, I urge your strong consideration of the City’s ATP Grant 


to aid in their efforts of increasing the health and safety of its students and residents by making streets safer through 


the promotion of active transportation. 


 


Sincerely,  


  


 
TONY MENDOZA 
Senator, 32


nd
 District    


 











 
May 27, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Malcolm Dougherty  
Director, Department of Transportation 
Office of Active Transportation & Special Programs  
P.O. Box 942874 
MS-1 
Sacramento, CA 94274 
 
 
RE: CITY OF NORWALK ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM GRANT APPLICATION 
 
Dear Mr. Dougherty:  
 
I am writing you to express my strong support of the City of Norwalk’s proposal for the Active 
Transportation Program.  
 
Cerritos College, located in the City of Norwalk, rests on Alondra Boulevard. This proposal 
would contribute to sidewalk improvements and aid in the installation of a bicycle lane along 
Alondra Boulevard, between Studebaker Road and Pioneer Boulevard. The college has recently 
expanded the number of bike racks on campus through an initiative to promote alternative 
modes of transportation. These improvements would increase the safety and mobility of 
students, faculty, and residents as they commute to work, school, and other destinations. 
Further, this expansion would succeed in the City’s and College’s goal of promoting safe, green 
alternatives to transportation. 
 
Thank you for your thoughtful consideration. If I can be of any assistance in regards to this 
matter, please feel free to contact my district office at (562) 692-5858. 
 
Sincerely,  
 


 
 
Ian C. Calderon 
Majority Leader, 57th District 
 
IC:ar 


 
 


 





		L-Signed_Cerritos College

		L-Signed_Norwalk Adult School

		L-Signed_LA Sheriff-Norwalk Station

		L-Signed_Mendoza

		L-Signed_Garcia

		L-Signed Calderon






Date:
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Item 


No.


F, D 


or M
Quantity Units Unit Cost


Total


Item Cost
% $ % $ % $


1 1 LS $35,000.00 $35,000 100% $35,000


2 1 LS $25,000.00 $25,000 100% $25,000


3 1 LS $20,000.00 $20,000 100% $20,000


4 LS 100%


5 100%


6 2000 LF $15.00 $30,000 100% $30,000


7 12000 SF $1.00 $12,000 100% $12,000


8 22000 SF $2.00 $44,000 100% $44,000


9 12 EA $200.00 $2,400 100% $2,400


10 2000 LF $35.00 $70,000 100% $70,000


11 16000 SF $4.50 $72,000 100% $72,000


12 8000 SF $4.00 $32,000 100% $32,000


13 2000 LF $40.00 $80,000 100% $80,000


14 2 EA $4,000.00 $8,000 100% $8,000


15 24 EA $4,500.00 $108,000 100% $108,000


16 8000 SF $6.00 $48,000 100% $48,000


17 Striping 12000 LF $1.00 $12,000 100% $12,000


18 Signage 40 EA $350.00 $14,000 100% $14,000


19 12 EA $350.00 $4,200 100% $4,200


20 8000 SF $3.00 $24,000 100% $24,000


21 1 LS $10,000.00 $10,000 100% $10,000


22 100%


23 100%


24 100%


25 100%


$650,600 $650,600
$32,530 <= 5% of eligible CON costs (max. decorative, if applicable) 


10.00% $65,060 $65,060


$715,660 $715,660


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$12,000


$140,000


$152,000 21% 25% Max


$105,000 15% 15% Max 


$257,000


$820,660


ATP Eligible Costs Non-participating Costs


$972,660


Project Description: Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project


Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Ave.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Bill Zimmerman License #:


Project Location:


General Overhead-Related Construction Items


Stormwater Protection Plan


Traffic Control


General Construction Items (non-decorative only)


The Engineer's logic and/or calculations for splitting costs between ATP-Eligible and Non-participating costs must be documented in this section of the Estimate form.  


Separate logic is required for each construction item listed above which is partly ineligible for ATP funding or is required for the construction of an ineligible item/element of the project.


Item Number(s): Description of Engineer's Logic:       (See examples shown in the Instructions)


Documentation of Ineligible (Non-Participating) Costs:


"PE" costs / "CON" costs


"CE" costs / "CON" costs


Project Delivery Costs:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Engineer's Estimate (for Construction Items Only)


Cost Breakdown


ATP Eligible 


Costs/Items


ATP Ineligible 


Costs/Items 


Corps/CCC


to construct


Mobilization


Curb and Gutter Removal


Asphalt Concrete Removal


Item 


Safety Zone Planter


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/6/2016City of Norwalk


Concrete Removal


Slump Wall


ADA Curb Ramps


Curb and Gutter Placement


Conc. Sidewalk Placement


Tree Removal


Safety Lighting


Asphalt Concrete Placement


Subtotal of Construction Items:


Trees


Shrubs/groundcover


Decorative & Landscaping-related Items    (Label items as "F" for Functional, "D" for Decorative,  or "M" for a mix of Decorative and Functional)


Irrigation / Water Connection


Total RW: -$                                                 


Construction Engineering (CE)


Right of Way (RW)


Right of Way Engineering: -$                                                 


Acquisitions and Utilities: -$                                                 


Plans, Specifications and Estimates (PS&E): 140,000$                                      


Total PE: 152,000$                                      


Construction Item Contingencies (% of Construction Items):


Total (Construction Items & Contingencies) cost:


Type of Project Cost Cost $


Preliminary Engineering (PE)


Environmental Studies and Permits(PA&ED): 12,000$                                        


Total Project Cost: $972,660


Total Project Delivery: $257,000


Construction Engineering (CE): 105,000$                                      


Total Construction Costs: $820,660
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Date:


48667


Project Description: Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project


Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Ave.


Licensed Engineer in responsible charge of preparing or reviewing this PSR-Equivalent Cost Estimate: Bill Zimmerman License #:


Project Location:


Engineer's Estimate and Cost Breakdown:


Detailed Engineer's Estimate and Total Project Costs- Cycle 3
Important: Read the Instructions in the first sheet (tab) before entering data.     Do not enter data in shaded fields (with formulas).


Project Information:
Agency: 6/6/2016City of Norwalk
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City of Norwalk 


Active Transportation Program 
Attachment J 


 
 


 


Attachment J 


 
City Facebook Page Outreach Details (2 pages) 


 


Project Stakeholder Meeting Minutes (3 pages) 


 


Gateway Cities Council of Governments (GCCOG)  


Active Transportation Plan Highlights (7 pages) 


 


Cerritos College Green Initiative Flyer (3 pages) 


 


Example of “Norwalk Now” Monthly Newsletter (1 page) 


 


Cost Effectiveness – TIMS BCA Calculations (1 page) 


 


 


 







Attachment J 
City of Norwalk 


Question #4 Public Participation 
Facebook Posting/Responses 


1 
 


 


On June 2, 2016, the City posted information about the proposed Alondra Active Transportation 


Improvement Project on the City’s Facebook Page and requested feedback. In just one week, the City 


received 2,514 reactions, comments and shares. Over 1,950 residents either liked, loved or were 


“wowed” by the proposed project. Several suggestions and positive comments were also received. See 


below for details.  
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 City of Norwalk ATP Application 


Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project 
Stakeholder Coordination Conference Call 


 


1 
 


Thursday, June 2, 2016 @ 11:00am 
 


Meeting Minutes 
 


I. Welcome – Introductions/Stakeholders (Inez Alvarez) 
  


a. City of Norwalk 
i. Inez Alvarez, Public Services Superintendent 


ii. Ruby Picon, Management Analyst 
b. Cerritos College 


i. Miya Walker, Director, College Relations, Public Affairs & Governmental 
Relations 


c. Norwalk La Mirada Adult School 
i. Sharon Todd, Director 


d. Blais & Associates, Inc. 
i. Andrea Owen, Regional Director 


 
II. Purpose of Meeting (Inez Alvarez) 


A. To create awareness of the City’s proposed Alondra Active Transportation Improvement 
Project to construct 12,000 LF of Class 2 bike lanes and improve 2000 LF of sidewalk 
along Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Blvd.  


 
III. Active Transportation Grant Program Overview (Andrea Owen) 


a. Grant program in its Third Round. 
b. Purpose of grant is to: 


i. Increase biking and walking trips. 
ii. Increase the safety and mobility of non-motorized users. 


iii. Achieve greenhouse gas reductions goals. 
iv. Enhance public health, including reduction of childhood obesity. 
v. Ensure disadvantage communities fully share in the benefits. 


vi. Provide a broad spectrum of projects to benefit many types of active 
transportation users. 


c. City was awarded ATP SRTS Foster Road Infrastructure grant in Cycle 1. 
 


IV. City of Norwalk Application (Inez Alvarez) 
a. Project Scope: On Alondra Blvd, there are currently no bike lanes to help separate bikers 


from vehicles, which travel along this four-lane road at an average of 40 mph. The City 
proposes to construct 12,000 LF of Class 2 bike lanes and improve 2,000 LF of sidewalk 
along Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Blvd. The section of sidewalk 
(side panel) is located on the north side of Alondra Blvd. in front of the College entrance 
and is virtually unwalkable due to mature ficus trees that have created cracked, uneven 
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Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project 
Stakeholder Coordination Conference Call 


 


2 
 


pavement. The City proposes to remove the trees, resurface and widen the sidewalk, 
add ADA-compliant ramps, safety lighting, and a safety zone planter to separate 
walkers/bikers from the road along this segment. Sixteen bike/ped accidents have 
occurred over the past five years (one a fatality).  According to the National Highway 
Traffic Safety Administration (2011), college-age students face the greatest risk of being 
injured in bicycle accidents. The addition of bicycle lanes, and improvement to the 
sidewalk will provide additional safety elements, encouraging more students and 
residents to bike and walk to area destinations. 


b. Draft Budget/Timing. The project is estimated to cost approximately $1 million and will 
take approximately two years to complete.  
 


V. Stakeholder Feedback 
 


Per Miya Walker, Cerritos College – Transportation is really important.  
 
Cerritos has an extensive program to encourage faculty, staff and students. Staff earns 
incentives with days off and credits for comp time. The school recently supported AB222 to 
get more students free transit. A number of faculty/staff and students already bike to 
school. We want a bike lane that is safe for them to use as we have had so many accidents 
in the past.  
 
Encouragement also takes place with a student-led sustainability task force. We are looking 
at all kinds of ways to get students to reduce their carbon footprint.  
 
Also had a program/contest to encourages student to bike to school by handing out free 
locks. Student police gave students bike locks.  It was really successful and, as a result, the 
college increased their bike racks. Maya to find out from facilities – she has seen several 
installed. On any given day, college has so many bikes on campus. Maya will get a better 
number from facilities and campus police.  
 
Cerritos is in full support of this project. Fits within our overall sustainability. Win-Win for 
school. Would want more bike lanes installed throughout city streets. Some old timers 
working at the college have voiced interest in biking to work if there were more bike lanes.  
 
Also, Cerritos College has a lot of students who like to jaywalk across the street and may put 
themselves in danger by running in front of bikers. City could look at signage.  
 
City will provide notices to the residents in the area that there is a new project. Also will 
work with emergency personnel to enforce and educate the residents/students to change 
behavior. Could School Police also do education enforcement to the students. Public Safety 
Division department will increase enforcement around first part of new semester.  
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College would be able to share info with students.  
 
Is the City planning on extending this line? Yes. Alondra is part of a larger project. The city 
anticipates adding bike lanes on Studebaker and Pioneer as well.  
 
Per Sharon Todd, Norwalk La Mirada Adult School – we serve about 500 students every day 
and about 400 in evening program.  
 
Estimate have about 50-100 students walking in the morning. Fewer in the evening. Only 
have about one dozen to two dozen bikers because of safety issues on campus. Did just 
purchase new bike rack that will be installed. Will serve 36 bikes on campus. Had a 
campaign about appropriate best locks (U-locks). Increasing campus security. Student 
population tends to be parents dropping kids off. Then bikes. School offers discounts for 
public transportation. Have a lot of drivers. Will double check counts. 
 
We have a lot of walkers. Biggest concern that our students have is about crossing Alondra 
Blvd. In 2009, even with a crossing guard, a student ran out into the street and was hit and 
had to be airlifted to a hospital. Both legs and ribs were broken. Mainly because when they 
come north on Pioneer and turn left on Alondra, the want to make a third lane. Might have 
more biking if they felt safer. Always had some level of security, but the campus always has 
some access point available. More would become bikers. Would share information on the 
project with in-class flyers (in two languages). Teachers help to promote the project. Our 
students might just come for one day a week. Our students would be very interested in this.  
 
Crosswalk is also an issue. City will try to beef up the crosswalk visibility with signage, 
painting. Already has a flashing beacon. It’s the left turn vehicles who don’t realize there is a 
crosswalk there. Early markers might help.  
 
Norwalk Adult school would be happy to create awareness of the bike/ped project and 
provide encouragement to the students through flyers handed out in-class. Will continue to 
work with the City to make this happen.  
 


 
VI. Next Steps (Andrea Owen) 


A. Grant Due Date: June 15, 2016 
B. Upon confirmation of award in March 2017, Stakeholders will be notified of future 


meetings/involvement.  
C. If awarded, project will commence July 1, 2019. 


 
VII. Adjournment 


 







Active Transportation Element


Presented to: Gateway Cities Committees


Presented by: Jerry Wood


Active Transportation Element


y y


March 20, 2014
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Major Components of Active Transportation 


ElementElement


• Safety


Bicycle Element• Bicycle Element


• Pedestrian Element


• Access to Transit• Access to Transit


• Fitness Benefits


2







3


Agencies and Groups Engaged


GCCOG


• All GCCOG member cities


• I-710 Technical Advisory Committee and  bicycle stakeholder group


• SR-91/I-605/I-405 Technical Advisory Committee and Citizens Advisory 


Committee


Neighboring/Regional Entities


• Los Angeles & Orange Counties (15 cities and unincorporatedLos Angeles & Orange Counties (15 cities and unincorporated 


communities)


• Orange County Transportation Authority


• Metro 


• Caltrans


Advocacy Groups


• Los Angeles County Bicycle Coalition


• Los Angeles WalksLos Angeles Walks


• Long Beach Cyclists


• East Yard Communities
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Map/Project Development


• Started with existing and planned facilities and connectivity


• Considered destinations such as schools parks regional transit retailConsidered destinations such as schools, parks, regional transit, retail 


corridors, and stakeholder input 


• Also based on review of high collision locations/corridors


• Developed regionally significant project ideas for bicycles and pedestrians







7


Sample Project Development 


#3 Firestone Boulevard


• No existing facility


• Planned bike lanes in South Gate


• Three local high schools (South Gate HS, Downey


HS, and Warren HS) and other schools


• Facilitates access to open space, residential areas


retail centers, and Norwalk/Santa Fe Springs 


Metrolink


A id ith l ti l hi h b f• Among corridors with relatively high number of 


ped/bike-involved collisions


7
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GREEN CERRITOS
College Sustainability Initiatives


Cerritos College is an environmental steward. The District is dedicated to adhering to sustainability 
practices and policies that conserve the planet’s diminishing natural resources. The District is creating 
a campus environment that fosters sustainability through conscious decision-making strategies, 
focusing on:


• Green facilities that meet the U.S. Green Building Council’s Leadership in  Energy and 
Environmental Design (LEED®) standards


•	 Energy	efficiency	and	alternative	energy	sources
• Waste management
• Transportation - increased use of public transit, rideshare, walking, biking, and advanced fuels
• Water conservation
• Instructional programs
• Reducing greenhouse gas emissions


     Green Campus poliCies


• September 17, 2014 – The Board of Trustees adopted Resolution No. 14-05 Declaring 
Design and Development of Facilities to be Leadership in Energy and Environmental 
Design	(LEED)	certified	for	new	buildings	in	excess	of	$5	million.	LEED	certification	is	set	
by the U.S. Green Building Council.


• June 18, 2014 – The Board of Trustees adopted Board Policy 3580. The campus-wide 
sustainability policy is focused on developing practices that promote conservation and 
energy	efficiency.		


• June 4, 2014 – The Board adopted Resolution No. 14-14 to authorize the creation of a 
Cerritos College CalRecycle Program. Income generated from the student-led recycle 
program will go to support the Associated Students of Cerritos College.


• May 5, 2014 – Associated Students of Cerritos College adopted a sustainability policy 
to develop students into global citizens through the knowledge, skills and values of 
sustainability concepts. Student leaders are committed to creating a campus environment 
that fosters sustainability through conscious decision-making practices and strategies that 
focus on ecological stewardship and social equity.


•  The campus established a sustainability task force group to develop and implement a 
campus sustainability plan, establish goals, and track progress.


•  The California Community Colleges/Investor Owned Utilities (CCC/IOU) partnership 
selected Cerritos College for a pilot study to develop a Campus Energy Master Plan. 
The study, funded by Southern California Edison, will integrate energy data, cost savings 
initiatives and related energy information with the campus Facility Master Plan and the 
Educational Plan. This plan will create a template for establishing energy use goals 
for	future	planning	and	construction,	and	identify	initiatives	to	implement	on	existing	
conditions. The projected completion date is December 31, 2014.
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     enerGy savinGs measures


•	 Secured	$575,000	in	state	funding	from	Governor	Brown’s	Green	Jobs	Initiative.	In	2013-
14,	the	College	used	a	portion	of	the	funds	on	exterior	lighting	LED	retrofits.	For	2014-15,	
funding	is	allocated	to	re-commission	the	Science	building,	interior	building	LED	retrofits	in	
the library and the student center.


•	 There	are	254	light	fixtures	located	across	all	campus	parking	lots	that	feature	energy	
efficient	LED	lighting.	This	resulted	in	an	estimated	savings	of	$48,556	annually.	This	
project	qualified	for	$121,000	in	incentives	from	Southern	California	Edison.	


• 200 exterior	walkway	lights	feature	energy	efficient	LED	lights.	When	completed,	this	
project	will	result	in	an	approximate	cost	savings	of	$13,858	per	year.	This	project	will	
qualify	for	$23,207	in	incentives	from	Southern	California	Edison.	


• The College commissioned a retro commissioning study of its 8-year-old, 51,000-square-
foot Science building to optimize energy usage and develop best practices for future 
operation. The study was entirely funded by Southern California Edison. The retro 
commissioning	will	result	in	significant	energy	reduction	for	this	facility	and	the	campus	
overall.	The	estimated	savings	is	$30,000	per	year.	


     Water Conservation


In the midst of California’s historic drought, Cerritos College is taking steps to reduce its water use:
 • By using re-claimed water for landscape irrigation, Cerritos College saves more than 30 


million gallons of water. This is equivalent to saving the same amount of water that 185 
families of four would use for one year.  


• To reduce water use, the College features a variety of drought-resistant plants in its landscape, 
including California native species such as Echervia, Euphorbia, aloes and Hesperia.


Green eduCation


•						Cerritos	College	is	one	of	five	recipients	of	the	Collison	Repair	Education	Foundation’s	
2014	Sustainability	Challenge	Grant.	The	$5,000	grant	provides	resources	to	assist	school	
collision repair shops with ways to create a more sustainable campus community by 
“greening” their operations, including recycling, reinventing processes that reduce carbon 
emissions. The projects will be driven by a student team.


•      The Advanced Transportation Technology and Energy Center offers training to the auto 
industry on Alternative Fueled Vehicles (Electric Vehicle, Compressed Natural Gas, and 
Hybrid	Vehicles)	through	a	$150,000	grant	awarded	to	the	College	by	the	California	
Energy Commission. Cerritos College’s technicians train industry technicians on servicing 
alternative fuels vehicles.


•     Cerritos College is a training provider through the California Advanced Lighting Control 
Training Program. The statewide initiative aims to increase the use of lighting controls in 
facilities through education.
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      Greenhouse Gas reduCtions


•      In April 2014, Cerritos College installed eight Electric Vehicle Charging (EVC) stations 
for	public	use.		For	$0.30	cents	per	kilowatt	hour,	electric	vehicle	owners	can	charge	
their vehicles at the College. The College has reduced its greenhouse gas emissions 
by	758	kilograms,	which	equals	the	reduction	of	carbon	monoxide	released	into	the	
atmosphere by 814 pounds of burned coal. The Electric Vehicle Charging stations were 
partially funded by the South Coast Air Quality Management District that provided an 
$8,000-rebate	upon	successful	implementation	of	the	units	for	public	use.


•      The Associated Students of Cerritos College established a campus recycling program in 
2013.  Students collect, transport and sort recyclables and use the funds to support student 
activities on campus. Multiple collection stations will be placed throughout the campus.


Central plant


• Cerritos College utilizes a chilled water central plant to provide cooling to the campus 
buildings.	This	centralized	method	of	cooling	is	considerably	more	cost	efficient	
compared to individual building equipment.


• The College’s swimming pools are heated through solar blankets that warm the water 
when	the	pool	is	not	in	use	through	a	heat	exchanger	with	the	central	plant.	The	
condenser water heat is essentially a free byproduct of mechanical cooling, which 
reduces the need for gas heating.  As a result, there is a reduction in use of natural gas 
of	approximately	17,000	therms	per	year,	or	an	annual	savings	of	$14,450.


transportation


All Cerritos College staff and faculty qualify to lease a 2015 or 2014 Nissan LEAF® Electric 
car at Nissan’s employee pricing rates. The LEAF® is one of the automobile industry’s 
latest	innovations	using	100%	electric	power.		Employees	are	also	eligible	for	up	to	$7,500	
in	federal	tax	incentives	and	can	recharge	their	vehicles	at	the	College’s	Electric	Vehicle	
Charging stations located across campus.


For more information about Cerritos College’s green efforts, please visit: 
 www.cerritos.edu/greencerritos


Updated September 19, 2014
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Attachment J 
City of Norwalk 


Question #4 Public Participation/On Going Outreach 
“Norwalk Now” Newsletter 


 


Norwalk Now is the City’s newsletter, provided free to residents and businesses. This full-color 


publication features information on local events and activities happening throughout our area and 


stories of people making a difference in our community. The Now is distributed each month to each 


home/business and is available for viewing on the city website. The City will use this newsletter to help 


continue to engage the public in the Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project and educate 


residents about the safety hazards and the health benefits of biking and walking. For more information, 


please click on:  http://www.ci.norwalk.ca.us/residents/community/community-publications.  


 


 



http://www.ci.norwalk.ca.us/residents/community/community-publications





Benefit / Cost Calculation Result


  Application ID 01   Agency Norwalk
  MPO/RTPA Southern California Association of Governments


  Version 1


  Crash Data Time Period 01/01/2009  to 12/31/2013   Years 5


  Total Benefit $ 13,275,600
  Total Cost $ 972,660
  B/C Ratio 13.65


HSIP applications are only allowed to apply a combined CRF 
of not more than 0.8 to a set of crashes. Please ensure one 
or more of the CRFs apply to different crashes/locations. 


1. Project Information


2. Countermeasures and Crash Data


CM Number Project Type Crash Type CRF Life
R36 Ped and Bike Ped & Bike 35 20


Crash Type Fatality (Death) Severe Injury Injury - Other 
Visible


Injury - Complaint 
of Pain


Property Damage 
Only Total


Ped & Bike 1 0 5 10 0 16
  Annual Benefit $ 202,020   Cost $ 364,748 


  Life Benefit $ 4,040,400   B/C Ratio 11.08


  • Install bike lanes


CM Number Project Type Crash Type CRF Life
R37 Ped and Bike Ped & Bike 80 20


Crash Type Fatality (Death) Severe Injury Injury - Other 
Visible


Injury - Complaint 
of Pain


Property Damage 
Only Total


Ped & Bike 1 0 5 10 0 16
  Annual Benefit $ 461,760   Cost $ 607,913 


  Life Benefit $ 9,235,200   B/C Ratio 15.19


  • Install sidewalk / pathway (to avoid walking along roadway)


3. Benefit Cost Result


By signing this B/C Calculation Result, you are attesting to your authority / responsibility as the 
Engineer in Responsible Charge of the preparation of the HSIP application and you are attesting 
to the accuracy of the values on this page and that they have been entered into the HSIP 
Application Form correctly, DO NOT SIGN if any of this is not the case.


Safety Practitioner / Engineer: 
Signature: 
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Andrea Owen
From: Andrea OwenSent: Friday, June 10, 2016 1:07 PMTo: Andrea OwenSubject: Norwalk ATP Local CC Response


From: Active Transportation Program <inquiry@atpcommunitycorps.org> Sent: Friday, June 10, 2016 12:48:18 PM To: Nancy Littman; atp@ccc.ca.gov Subject: Re: Norwalk:  
  


Hello Nancy,  
Dan Knapp of the Conservation Corps of Long Beach (CCLB) has responded that they are able to assist with the Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project if it receives funding.  
The Conservation Corps of Long Beach is willing and able to perform the following projects tasks per specific line item: 
19. Trees 20. Shrubs / groundcover 21. Irrigation  Please include this email with your application as proof that you reached out to the Local Corps. Feel free to contact Dan (dknapp@cclb-corps.org) directly if your project receives funding.  
Thank you, 
Dominique 
 


On Tue, Jun 7, 2016 at 10:46 AM, Nancy Littman <nlittman@blaisassoc.com> wrote: 


Dear Dominique:  


I’m not sure if you received this, but we were hoping to receive a response as soon as possible for 


submission on June 15.   


The City of Norwalk is submitting an application for the Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project for ATP –Cycle 3 funding.  The application is an Infrastructure project, not a Plan.  
  
Attached, please find the required information for the project per the ATP-Cycle 3 Application Part B Question #8:  
·         Project Title 
·         Project Description 
·         Detailed Estimate 
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·         Project Schedule 
·         Project Map 
·         Preliminary Plan 


  
We look forward to your response at your earliest convenience. Please feel free to contact Bill Zimmerman, Engineer 
at 562-929-5700 or me with any questions.  
  


Sincerely, 
  
Nancy Littman 
Associate 


 
Direct:  818-448-4375 
Corporate:   949-589-6338 
www.blaisassoc.com 
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Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation 
Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions 


Remove 12 ficus trees. Demolish 12,000 SF of cracked, uneven concrete 
side panel and construct new sidewalk, ADA curb ramps, safety zone 
planter, & safety lighting. Add 12 new trees and groundcover as needed.


Safety Lighting (24)


Safety Zone Planter (8,000 SF)


ADA Curb Ramps (2) 








Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Vicinity/Project Location Map 
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Alondra Blvd. 


Cerritos 
Community College


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Square 
Shopping Center


DAC Tracts
6037554521 & 6037554600


Per CalEnviroScreen


Project Location
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1 Mile








Cerritos College


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions 
Map 1 of 2 


Alondra Blvd. 


Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Blvd. = 1 mile


Add 12,000 LF of Class 2 Bike Lanes on the north and south side 
of Alondra Blvd.  Add safety signage to create awareness of 


bicyclists. 


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Shopping 
Center







Cerritos College 
Entrance


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation 
Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions
Map 2 of 2 


Remove 12 ficus trees. Demolish 12,000 SF of cracked, uneven concrete 
side panel and construct new sidewalk, ADA curb ramps, safety zone 
planter, & safety lighting. Add 12 new trees and groundcover as needed.


Safety Lighting (24)


Safety Zone Planter (8,000 SF)


ADA Curb Ramps (2) 


Approx. Length: 0.25 miles
or  2,000 LF
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Cerritos College


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions 
Map 1 of 2 


Alondra Blvd. 


Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Blvd. = 1 mile


Add 12,000 LF of Class 2 Bike Lanes on the north and south side 
of Alondra Blvd.  Add safety signage to create awareness of 


bicyclists. 


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Shopping 
Center







Cerritos College 
Entrance


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation 
Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions
Map 2 of 2 


Remove 12 ficus trees. Demolish 12,000 SF of cracked, uneven concrete 
side panel and construct new sidewalk, ADA curb ramps, safety zone 
planter, & safety lighting. Add 12 new trees and groundcover as needed.


Safety Lighting (24)


Safety Zone Planter (8,000 SF)


ADA Curb Ramps (2) 


Approx. Length: 0.25 miles
or  2,000 LF
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Alondra Blvd. looking west from Pioneer Blvd. Norwalk La Mirada Adult School is located on the 
north side of the street. The school as an average daily attendance of 500 students over the age 
of 18. According to Sharon Todd, Director, over 70% of students are Hispanic, 60% are under 30 
years of age, and most come from low-income homes with high unemployment. Ms. Todd 
estimates 50 walkers per day and approximately 25 bicyclists per day.  


Alondra Blvd. looking east from Studebaker Rd. -- Alondra Blvd. is a four lane road with an average 
speed limit of 40 MPH and an ADT of 31,041. Currently, Alondra has no bike lanes. It fronts Cerritos 
College on the north side and is a main thoroughfare to the college. Almost 24,000 students are 
enrolled at the college. Along with public transportation, many students bike and walk to school.  


No bike lanes 


Cerritos College 


Norwalk La Mirada 


Adult School 
No bike lanes 
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Looking west on Alondra Blvd. in 
front of Norwalk La Mirada Adult 
School. Bicyclists routinely ride 
against traffic in this area. As a 
result, five of the past 12 bicycle 
accidents have involved bicyclists 
riding against traffic. One bicycle 
accident resulted in a fatality. 
According to the Caltrans Local 
Roadway Safety Manual, most 
studies present evidence that 
bicycle lanes provide protection 
against bicycle/motor vehicle 
collisions. Locations with bicycle 
lanes also have lower rates of 
wrong-way riding. 


 


Along Alondra Blvd. many 
bike riders choose to ride 
on the sidewalk as they 
perceive this option to be 
safer than the street.  


Norwalk La Mirada Adult School 
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Alondra Blvd. looking west at 
Elmcroft Ave. This section of 
Alondra Blvd., across from the 
entrance to Cerritos College is 
the site of a side panel that 
separates homes from the main 
street. The side panel has 12 
mature ficus trees that are 
buckling and cracking the 
pavement.  In addition, the 
pavement is slanted toward the 
main Alondra Blvd. The trees’ 
size and location within the side 
panel also make it impossible in 
many areas to navigate this 
2,000 LF section with a bike or 
on foot. No ADA-compliant 
ramps exist.  


 


The City proposes to remove the 12 
mature ficus trees, remove the current 
side panel and replace with a new 
wider, even sidewalk with safety zone 
planter, ADA curb ramps, and safety 
lighting.  


No ADA Compliant ramps. 






















THE 2016-2040 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLAN/ 
SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY
A Plan for Mobility, Accessibility, Sustainability and a High Quality of Life


ADOPTED
APRIL 2016







2 2016 RTP/SCS


OUR VISION
In our vision for the region in 2040, many communities are more compact and 
connected seamlessly by numerous public transit options, including expanded 
bus and rail service. People live closer to work, school, shopping and other 
destinations. Their neighborhoods are more walkable and safe for bicyclists. 
They have more options available besides driving alone, reducing the load on 
roads and highways. People live more active and healthy lifestyles as they bike, 
walk or take transit for short trips. Goods flow freely along roadways, highways, 
rail lines and by sea and air into and out of the region—fueling economic growth.


Southern California’s vast transportation network is preserved and maintained 
in a state of good repair, so that public tax dollars are not expended on costly 
repairs and extensive rehabilitation. The region’s roads and highways are 
well-managed so that they operate safely and efficiently, while demands on 
the regional network are managed effectively by offering people numerous 
alternatives for transportation. 


Housing across the region is sufficient to meet the demands of a growing 
population with shifting priorities and desires, and there are more affordable 
homes for all segments of society. With more connected communities, more 
choices for travel and robust commerce, people enjoy more opportunities 
to advance educationally and economically. As growth and opportunity are 
distributed widely, people from diverse neighborhoods across the region share 
in the benefits of an enhanced quality of life.


With more alternatives to driving alone available, air quality is improved and the 
greenhouse gas emissions that contribute to global climate change are reduced. 
Communities throughout Southern California are more prepared to confront and 
cope with the inevitable consequences of climate change, including droughts 
and wildfires, heat waves, rising seas and extreme weather. Meanwhile, natural 
lands and recreational areas that offer people a respite from the busier parts of 
the region are preserved and protected.


At mid-century, technology has transformed how we get around. Automated 
cars have emerged as a viable option for people and are being integrated 
into the overall transportation system. Shared mobility options that rely on 
instantaneous communication and paperless transactions have matured, and 
new markets for mobility are created and strengthened.


Above all, people across the region possess more choices for getting around 
and with those choices come opportunities to live healthier, more economically 
secure and higher quality lives.


This vision for mid-century, which is built on input received from thousands 
of people across Southern California, is embodied in the 2016 Regional 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 RTP/SCS, 
or Plan), a major planning document for our regional transportation and land 
use network. It balances the region’s future mobility and housing needs with 
economic, environmental and public health goals. This long-range Plan, 
required by the State of California and the federal government, is updated by 
SCAG every four years as demographic, economic and policy circumstances 
change. The 2016 RTP/SCS is a living, evolving blueprint for our region’s future.


OUR OVERARCHING STRATEGY
It is clear that the path toward realizing our vision will require a single unified 
strategy, one that integrates planning for how we use our land with planning 
for how we get around.


Here is what we mean: we can choose to build new sprawling communities that 
pave over undeveloped natural lands, necessitating the construction of new 
roads and highways—which will undoubtedly become quickly overcrowded 
and contribute to regional air pollution and ever-increasing greenhouse gas 
emissions that affect climate change.


Or, we can grow in more compact communities in existing urban areas, 
providing neighborhoods with efficient and plentiful public transit, abundant and 
safe opportunities to walk, bike and pursue other forms of active transportation, 
and preserving more of the region’s remaining natural lands for people to enjoy. 
This second vision captures the essence of what people have said they want 
during SCAG outreach to communities across the region.


SCAG acknowledges that more compact communities are not for everyone, 
and that many residents of our region prefer to live in established suburban 
neighborhoods. The agency supports local control for local land use decisions, 
while striving for a regional vision of more sustainable growth. 


Within the 2016 RTP/SCS, you will read about plans for “High Quality Transit 
Areas,” “Livable Corridors” and “Neighborhood Mobility Areas.” These are a few 
of the key features of a thoughtfully planned, maturing region in which people 
benefit from increased mobility, more active lifestyles, increased economic 
opportunity and an overall higher quality of life. These features embody the idea 
of integrating planning for how we use land with planning for transportation.
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7EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


area rail infrastructure; reducing environmental impacts by supporting the 
deployment of commercially available low-emission trucks and locomotives; 
and, in the longer term, advancing technologies to implement a zero- and near 
zero-emission freight system.


LEVERAGING TECHNOLOGY


Advances in communications, computing and engineering—from shared 
mobility innovations to zero-emission vehicles—can lead to a more efficient 
transportation system with more mobility options for everyone. Technological 
innovations also can reduce the environmental impact of existing modes of 
transportation. For example, alternative fuel vehicles continue to become more 
accessible for retail consumers and for freight and fleet applications—and 
as they are increasingly used, air pollution can be reduced. Communications 
technology, meanwhile, can improve the movement of passenger vehicles and 
connected transit vehicles. As part of the 2016 RTP/SCS, SCAG has focused 
location-based strategies specifically on increasing the efficiency of Plug-in 
Hybrid Electric Vehicles (PHEV) in the region. These are electric vehicles that 
are powered by a gasoline engine when their battery is depleted. The 2016 
RTP/SCS proposes a regional charging network that will increase the number 
of PHEV miles driven on electric power, in addition to supporting the growth of 
the PEV market generally. In many instances, the additional chargers will create 
the opportunity to increase the electric range of PHEVs, reducing vehicle miles 
traveled that produce tail-pipe emissions.  


IMPROVING AIRPORT ACCESS


Recognizing that the SCAG region is one of the busiest and most diverse 
commercial aviation regions in the world and that air travel is an important 
contributor to the region’s economic activity, the 2016 RTP/SCS includes 
strategies for reducing the impact of air passenger trips on ground transportation 
congestion. Such strategies include supporting the regionalization of air travel 
demand; continuing to support regional and inter-regional projects that facilitate 
airport ground access (e.g., High-Speed Train); supporting ongoing local 
planning efforts by airport operators, county transportation commissions and 
local jurisdictions; encouraging the development and use of transit access to 
the region’s airports; encouraging the use of modes with high average vehicle 
occupancy; and discouraging the use of modes that require “deadhead” 
trips to/from airports (e.g., passengers being dropped off at the airport 
via personal vehicle).


FOCUSING NEW GROWTH AROUND TRANSIT


The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for focusing new growth around transit, which is 
supported by the following policies: identifying regional strategic areas for 


OPTIMIZING THE PERFORMANCE OF THE TRANSPORTATION 
SYSTEM


The 2016 RTP/SCS earmarks $9.2 billion for Transportation System 
Management (TSM) improvements. These include extensive advanced ramp 
metering, enhanced incident management, bottleneck removal to improve 
flow (e.g., auxiliary lanes), expansion and integration of the traffic signal 
synchronization network, data collection to monitor system performance, 
integrated and dynamic corridor congestion management, and other Intelligent 
Transportation System (ITS) improvements. Recent related initiatives include 
the Caltrans Advanced Traffic Management (ATM) study for Interstate 105 
and the Regional Integration of ITS Projects (RIITS) and Information Exchange 
Network (IEN) data exchange efforts at Los Angeles Metro.


PROMOTING WALKING, BIKING AND OTHER FORMS OF ACTIVE 
TRANSPORTATION


The 2016 RTP/SCS plans for continued progress in developing our regional 
bikeway network, assumes all local active transportation plans will be 
implemented, and dedicates resources to maintain and repair thousands 
of miles of dilapidated sidewalks. The Plan invests $12.9 billion in active 
transportation strategies. The Plan also considers new strategies and 
approaches beyond those proposed in 2012. To promote short trips, these 
include improving sidewalk quality, local bike networks and neighborhood 
mobility areas. To promote longer regional trips, these strategies include 
developing a regional greenway network and continuing investments in the 
regional bikeway network and access to the California Coastal Trail. Active 
transportation will also be promoted by integrating it with the region’s transit 
system; increasing access to 224 rail, light rail and fixed guideway bus stations; 
promoting 16 regional corridors that support biking and walking; supporting bike 
share programs; educating people about the benefits of active transportation for 
students; and promoting safety campaigns.


STRENGTHENING THE REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION NETWORK 
FOR GOODS MOVEMENT


The 2016 RTP/SCS includes $70.7 billion in goods movement strategies. 
Among these are establishing a system of truck-only lanes extending from 
the San Pedro Bay Ports to downtown Los Angeles along Interstate 710; 
connecting to the State Route 60 east-west segment and finally reaching 
Interstate 15 in San Bernardino County; working to relieve the top 50 regional 
truck bottlenecks; adding mainline tracks for the Burlington Northern Santa 
Fe (BNSF) San Bernardino and Cajon Subdivisions and the Union Pacific 
Railroad (UPRR) Alhambra and Mojave Subdivisions; expanding/modernizing 
intermodal facilities; building highway-rail grade separations; improving port 
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8 2016 RTP/SCS


infill and investment; structuring the Plan on centers development; developing 
“Complete Communities”; developing nodes on a corridor; planning for 
additional housing and jobs near transit; planning for changing demand in 
types of housing; continuing to protect stable, existing single-family areas; 
ensuring adequate access to open space and preservation of habitat; and 
incorporating local input and feedback on future growth. These policies support 
the development of: 


 z High Quality Transit Areas (HQTAs): areas within one-half mile of 
a fixed guideway transit stop or a bus transit corridor where buses 
pick up passengers at a frequency of every 15 minutes or less during 
peak commuting hours. While HQTAs account for only three percent 
of total land area in SCAG region, they are planned and projected to 
accommodate 46 percent of the region’s future household growth and 
55 percent of the future employment growth.


 z Livable Corridors: arterial roadways where jurisdictions may plan for 
a combination of the following elements: high-quality bus frequency; 
higher density residential and employment at key intersections; and 
increased active transportation through dedicated bikeways.


 z Neighborhood Mobility Areas (NMAs): strategies are intended to 
provide sustainable transportation options for residents of the region 
who lack convenient access to high-frequency transit but make many 
short trips within their urban neighborhoods. NMAs are conducive 
to active transportation and include a “Complete Streets” approach 
to roadway improvements to encourage replacing single- and 
multi-occupant automobile use with biking, walking, skateboarding, 
neighborhood electric vehicles and senior mobility devices.


IMPROVING AIR QUALITY AND REDUCING GREENHOUSE GASES


It is through integrated planning for land use and transportation that the SCAG 
region, through the initiatives discussed in this section, will strive toward a more 
sustainable region. The SCAG region must achieve specific federal air quality 
standards. It also is required by state law to lower regional greenhouse gas 
emissions. California law requires the region to reduce per capita greenhouse 
gas emissions in the SCAG region by eight percent by 2020—compared 
with 2005 levels—and by 13 percent by 2035. The strategies, programs and 
projects outlined in the 2016 RTP/SCS are projected to result in greenhouse gas 
emissions reductions in the SCAG region that meet or exceed these targets.


PRESERVING NATURAL LANDS


Many natural land areas near the edge of existing urbanized areas do not 


have plans for conservation and are vulnerable to development pressure. 
The 2016 RTP/SCS recommends redirecting growth from high value habitat 
areas to existing urbanized areas. This strategy avoids growth in sensitive 
habitat areas, builds upon the conservation framework and complements an 
infill-based approach.


FINANCING OUR FUTURE
To accomplish the ambitious goals of the 2016 RTP/SCS through 2040, SCAG 
forecasts expenditures of $556.5 billion—of which $275.5 billion is budgeted 
for operations and maintenance of the regional transportation system and 
another $246.6 billion is reserved for transportation capital improvements.


Forecasted revenues comprise both existing and several new funding sources 
that are reasonably expected to be available for the 2016 RTP/SCS, which 
together total $556.5 billion. Reasonably available revenues include short-
term adjustments to state and federal gas excise tax rates and the long-term 
replacement of gas taxes with mileage-based user fees (or equivalent fuel tax 
adjustment). These and other categories of funding sources were identified 
as reasonably available on the basis of their potential for revenue generation, 
historical precedence and the likelihood of their implementation within the 
time frame of the Plan.


WHAT WE WILL ACCOMPLISH
Overall, the transportation investments in the 2016 RTP/SCS will provide a 
return of $2.00 for every dollar invested. Compared with an alternative of not 
adopting the Plan, the 2016 RTP/SCS would accomplish the following:


 z The Plan would result in an eight percent reduction in greenhouse gas 
emissions per capita by 2020, an 18 percent reduction by 2035 and 
a 21 percent reduction by 2040—compared with 2005 levels. This 
meets or exceeds the state’s mandated reductions, which are eight 
percent by 2020 and 13 percent by 2035.


 z Regional air quality would improve under the Plan, as cleaner fuels 
and new vehicle technologies help to significantly reduce many of the 
pollutants that contribute to smog and other airborne contaminants 
that impact public health in the region.


 z The combined percentage of work trips made by carpooling, active 
transportation and public transit would increase by about four percent, 
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9EXECUTIVE SUMMARY


with a commensurate reduction in the share of commuters traveling 
by single occupant vehicle.


 z The number of Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) per capita would be 
reduced by more than seven percent and Vehicle Hours Traveled 
(VHT) per capita by 17 percent (for automobiles and light/medium 
duty trucks) as a result of more location efficient land use patterns and 
improved transit service.


 z Daily travel by transit would increase by nearly one-third, as 
a result of improved transit service and more transit-oriented 
development patterns.


 z The Plan would reduce delay per capita by 39 percent and heavy-
duty truck delay on highways by more than 37 percent. This means 
we would spend less time sitting in traffic and our goods would 
move more efficiently.


 z More than 351,000 additional new jobs annually would be 
created, due to the region’s increased competitiveness and 
improved economic performance that would result from congestion 
reduction and improvements in regional amenities as a result of 
implementing the Plan.


 z The Plan would reduce the amount of previously undeveloped 
(greenfield) lands converted to more urbanized uses by 23 
percent. By conserving open space and other rural lands, 
the Plan provides a solid foundation for more sustainable 
development in the SCAG region.


 z The Plan would result in a reduction in our regional obesity rate from 
26.3 percent to 25.6 percent in areas experiencing land use changes, 
and a reduction in the share of our population that suffers with high 
blood pressure from 21.5 percent to 20.8 percent.


HOW WE WILL ENSURE SUCCESS
Our Plan includes several performance outcomes and measures that are used 
to gauge our progress toward meeting our goals. These include:


 z Location Efficiency, which reflects the degree to which improved land 
use and transportation coordination strategies impact the movement 
of people and goods.


 z Mobility and Accessibility, which reflects our ability to reach desired 
destinations with relative ease and within a reasonable time, using 
reasonably available transportation choices.


 z Safety and Health, which recognize that the 2016 RTP/SCS has 
impacts beyond those that are exclusively transportation-related (e.g., 
pollution-related disease).


 z Environmental Quality, which is measured in terms of criteria 
pollutants and greenhouse gas emissions.


 z Economic Opportunity, which is measured in terms of additional 
jobs created as a result of the transportation investments provided 
through the 2016 RTP/SCS.


 z Investment Effectiveness, which indicates the degree to which the 
Plan’s expenditures generate benefits that transportation users can 
experience directly.


 z Transportation System Sustainability, which reflects how well our 
transportation system is able to maintain its overall performance 
over time in an equitable manner with minimum damage to the 
environment and without compromising the ability of future 
generations to address their transportation needs.


The 2016 RTP/SCS is designed to ensure that the regional transportation 
system serves all segments of society. The Plan is subject to numerous 
performance measures to monitor its progress toward achieving social equity 
and environmental justice. These measures include accessibility to parks and 
natural lands, roadway noise impacts, air quality impacts and public health 
impacts, among many others.


LOOKING BEYOND 2040
The 2016 RTP/SCS is based on a projected budget constrained by the local, 
state and federal revenues that SCAG anticipates the region receiving between 
now and 2040. The Strategic Plan discusses projects and strategies that SCAG 
would pursue if new funding were to become available. The Strategic Plan 
discussion includes long-term emission reduction strategies for rail and trucks; 
expanding the region’s high-speed and commuter rail systems; expanding 
active transportation; leveraging technological advances for transportation; 
addressing further regional reductions in greenhouse gas emissions; and 
making the region more resilient to climate change—among other topics. We 
anticipate that these projects and strategies may inform the development of the 
next Plan, the 2020 RTP/SCS.
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how physically active they are and how safe their everyday lives can be.7 As 
a result, regional planning for land use and transportation across the U.S. has 
increasingly incorporated strategies to improve public health. MPOs such as 
SCAG are focusing on improving transportation safety, offering people more 
opportunities to walk, bike and embrace other forms of active transportation, 
improve first/last mile connections to transit, and improve access to natural 
lands. They are also pursuing strategies to make neighborhoods more walkable, 
improve air quality, help people cope with climate change impacts such as 
extreme heat events, improve accessibility to essential destinations such as 
hospitals and schools, and work overall toward a transportation system and 
land use patterns that promote regional economic strength.


One of the challenges that SCAG faces as it strives to improve public health 
is the sheer size and diversity of our region. Public health varies widely by 
geographic location, income and race. There is no one size fits all approach to 
meeting this complex challenge. It requires flexibility and creativity to ensure 
that initiatives are effective in both rural and urban areas.


To gain more insight on the connection between how we use land and public 
health, SCAG has identified seven focus areas for further analysis: access 
to essential destinations, affordable housing, air quality, climate adaptation, 
economic opportunity, physical activity and transportation safety. For more 
details, see the Plan’s Public Health Appendix.


CONFRONTING A CHANGING 
ENVIRONMENT
The consequences of continued climate change already are impacting 
California and more intensified changes are expected. Ongoing drought 
conditions, water shortages due to less rainfall as well as declining snowpack in 
our mountains, and an agriculture industry in crisis have become hard realities 
in recent years. Climate change is transforming the state’s natural habitats and 
overall biodiversity. Continued changes are expected to impact coastlines as 
sea levels rise and storm surges grow more destructive. Forests will continue 
to be impacted by drought and wildfire. Climate change also will impact how 
we use energy and the quality of public health. Our statewide transportation 


7 Frank, L. D., Schmid, T. L., Sallis, J. F., Chapman, J., & Saelens, B. E. (2005). “Linking 
Objectively Measured Physical Activity with Objectively Measured Urban Form: Findings 
from SMARTRAQ.” American Journal of Preventive Medicine, 28(2S2), 117-125.


Additionally, there are a number of statewide programs and resources to 
assist local jurisdictions in funding the production of affordable housing. As 
mentioned in earlier chapters, there are several new funding opportunities 
to help regions and jurisdictions promote affordable housing. California’s 
Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities (AHSC) program, funded by 
the statewide Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund created by Assembly Bill 32, 
provides funding to certain projects that provide affordable housing through 
a competitive grant process. Moreover, other programs such as the California 
Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD)’s Housing-
related Parks Program, provides funds to local jurisdictions to maintain and 
rehabilitate parks and open space based on the number of affordable housing 
units built. Other opportunities to build housing also include Senate Bill 628 
(Beall) and Assembly Bill 2 (Alejo), which allow jurisdictions to establish 
special reinvestment districts to develop affordable housing and supportive 
infrastructure and amenities. As the regional MPO, SCAG is committed to 
providing jurisdictions and stakeholders applying for funding opportunities with 
data, technical and policy support in order to further the progress of establishing 
more affordable housing in the region aligned with the goals of the RTP/SCS. 


IMPROVING PUBLIC HEALTH
Today, many people in our region suffer from poor health due to chronic 
diseases related to poor air quality and physical inactivity. Chronic diseases 
including heart disease, stroke, cancer, chronic lower respiratory disease and 
diabetes are responsible for 72 percent of all deaths in our region, according to 
the California Department of Public Health. Furthermore, more than 60 percent 
of residents are overweight or obese, more than eight percent have diabetes, 27 
percent suffer from hypertension and more than 12 percent suffer from asthma, 
according to the California Health Interview Survey. Health care costs resulting 
from being physically inactive, obese and overweight and from asthma cost 
our Southern California region billions of dollars annually in medical expenses, 
lost life and lost productivity, research shows.6 For example, one study showed 
that health care costs resulting from physical inactivity and obesity reached an 
estimated $41.2 billion in 2006 in California.


A growing body of evidence shows that how a neighborhood is laid out and 
linked to transportation options can shape the lifestyles that people have—


6 Peck, C., Logan, J., Maizlish, N., & Van Court, J. (2013). The Burden of Chronic Disease 
and Injury: California. 2013. California Department of Public Health.
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to the airport. LAX is also currently not served by any rail, but will be within the 
next decade via the Crenshaw Line and the Airport Metro Connector. Improving 
transit bicycling and walking accessibility to our region’s passenger rail stations 
is also critical. Increasing rail feeder bus services in our region to passenger rail 
stations would reduce the incentive for SOV travel. Establishing more transit 
services such as OCTA’s Stationlink service would provide this incentive. 
Finally, there is still little BRT or BRT-Lite service in our region outside of Los 
Angeles County, and establishing more BRT routes to serve rail stations such as 
the current Omnitrans sbX Green Line and the Riverside Transit Agency’s future 
RapidLink Line 1 will help meet this goal.


Secure Increased Funding and Dedicated Funding Sources: Passenger rail has 
traditionally lacked dedicated funding streams. Amtrak is funded annually by 
the U.S. Congress, usually resulting in funding amounts insufficient to meet 
state of good repair needs or to increase Amtrak’s levels of service and expand 
the network. With local control of the Pacific Surfliner now complete, the State 
of California has guaranteed funding levels to maintain current service levels 
(but not to increase service levels) for the first three years. One new funding 
source is California’s Cap-and-Trade Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program, 
which received $25 million in FY2014-15 and 10 percent of annual Cap-and-
Trade auction proceeds beginning in FY2015-16. This FY2015-16 allocation 
is currently estimated to be more than $200 million. Similarly, the CHSRA 
has been given a dedicated Cap-and-Trade funding stream of 25 percent of 
funds, beginning in FY2015-16 (for FY2014-15 CHSRA received $250 million). 
FY2015-16 funding is estimated at more than $600 million.


Support Increased TOD and First/Last Mile Strategies: Increased TOD and 
first/last mile planning and investments are crucial to passenger rail station 
area planning. Increased and effective TOD improves our region’s jobs/housing 
balance, and it reduces VMT, air pollution and greenhouse gas emissions. 
First/last mile investments also reduce VMT, air pollution and greenhouse 
gas emissions and encourage rail users to access rail stations with options 
other than driving alone.


Implement Cooperative Fare Agreements and Media: Cooperative fare 
agreements and media also offer opportunities for increasing rail ridership 
and attracting new riders. For example, the Rail2Rail pass allows Metrolink 
monthly pass riders who have origin and destination points along the LOSSAN 
corridor to ride Amtrak. In 2014, the North County Transit District (NCTD) 
reached an agreement with Caltrans Division of Rail (DOR), in which five daily 
Pacific Surfliner trains stop at all non-Pacific Surfliner Amtrak (Coaster) stops 


in San Diego County. This service has proven quite popular and successful. 
Agreements like this one could be expanded once the California High-
Speed Train is built.


Active Transportation


The 2016 RTP/SCS includes $12.9 billion for active transportation 
improvements, including $8.1 billion in capital projects and $4.8 billion as 
part of the operations and maintenance expenditures on regionally significant 
local streets and roads. The Active Transportation portion of the 2016 Plan 
updates the Active Transportation portion of the 2012 Plan, which has goals 
for improving safety, increasing active transportation usage and friendliness, 
and encouraging local active transportation plans. It proposes strategies to 
further develop the regional bikeway network, assumes that all local active 
transportation plans will be implemented, and dedicates resources to maintain 
and repair thousands of miles of dilapidated sidewalks. To accommodate the 
growth in walking, biking and other forms of active transportation regionally, the 
2016 Active Transportation Plan also considers new strategies and approaches 
beyond those proposed in 2012. Among them:


 z Better align active transportation investments with land use and 
transportation strategies to reduce costs and maximize mobility 
benefits


 z Increase the competitiveness of local agencies for federal and state 
funding


 z Develop strategies that serve people from 8–805 years old to reflect 
changing demographics and make active transportation attractive to 
more people


 z Expand regional understanding of the role that short trips play 
in achieving RTP/SCS goals and performance objectives, and 
provide a strategic framework to support local planning and project 
development geared toward serving these trips


 z Expand understanding and consideration of public health in the 
development of local plans and projects.


5 8–80 years old is an age span that is used as a shorthand to refer to expanding the 
potential for all people to use active transportation. The term refers to addressing the 
needs school aged children who would be conceivably allowed to walk or bike to school 
unaccompanied if the environment were safer and older senior citizens who prefer physical 
separation from the noise and speed of vehicles.
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Active Transportation has 11 specific strategies to maximize active transportation 
in the SCAG region. These are grouped into four broad categories: regional trips, 
transit integration, short trips and education/encouragement. All 11 strategies 
are based on a comprehensive local bikeway and pedestrian network that uses 
Complete Streets principles. These strategies include:


Regional Trips Strategies:


1. Regional Greenway Network


2. Regional Bikeway Network


3. California Coastal Trail Access


Transit Integration Strategies:


4. First/last mile (to transit)


5. Livable Corridors


6. Bike Share Services


Short Trips Strategies:


7. Sidewalk Quality


8. Local Bikeway Networks


9. Neighborhood Mobility Areas


Education/Encouragement Strategies:


10. Safe Routes to School


11. Safety/Encouragement Campaigns


Regional Trips Strategies


Developing the following networks will serve those longer trips that people 
make less frequently, but add to total miles traveled. They are primarily biking 
trips for commuting and recreation. Although trips covering the full length of 
these corridors may be a small percentage of active transportation travel, the 
networks provide a backbone for shorter trips, much in the way the Interstate 
Highway System is used by many people as a bypass for short trips from 
one on-ramp to the next off-ramp. Completing the following networks are key 
strategies for promoting regional trips:


1. Regional Greenway Network (RGN): The planned RGN is a 2,200-
mile system of separated bikeways mostly using riverbeds, drainage 
channels and utility corridors. The RGN connects to the regional 


bikeway network. This strategy provides the opportunity to better 
integrate urban green space, active transportation and watershed 
management, providing new urban green space for residents to go to 
for travel and recreation, including low-stress access to the California 
Coastal Trail. Benefits include increased health, improved safety and 
enhanced quality of life. These low-stress bikeways, connected to 
the regional bikeway network and local bikeways, should provide 
an attractive option for those bicyclists who do not wish to ride along 
roadways with motor vehicles. They include the High Desert Corridor; 
Santa Ana River Trail; OC Loop; Los Angeles River; San Gabriel River; 
San Jose Creek; Rio Hondo River; Ballona Creek; Bike Route 33; and 
CVLink.


2. Regional Bikeway Network (RBN): The planned RBN consists of 
2,220 miles of interconnected bikeways that connect to jurisdictions, 
local bikeways and destinations. It connects to the RGN and has 
designated routes and wayfinding signage that help bicyclists easily 
understand the route structure and destinations. The primary purpose 
is to serve regional trips, commuting and recreational bicycling. Using 
locally existing and planned local bikeways as the foundation, the 
RBN closes gaps, connects jurisdictions, and provides a regional 
backbone for local bikeways and greenways. By having assigned 
route names/numbers, bicyclists can more easily travel across 
jurisdictions without having to frequently consult maps or risk having 
bikeways end on busy streets. It is anticipated that trips longer than 
three miles will likely be used in part on the RBN. SCAG has identified 
12 regionally significant bikeways that connect the region. These 
include Bike Route 66; Bike Route 10; Bike Route 126; Pacific Coast 
Bike Route; Bike Route 5; Santa Ana River Trail; High Desert Corridor; 
Bike Route 33; Los Angeles River; San Gabriel River; Bike Route 86; 
and Bike Route 76 (see EXHIBIT 5.3).


3. California Coastal Trail (CCT)Access: Trails along the coast of 
California have been utilized as long as people have inhabited 
the region. The CCT was established by the Coastal Act of 1976 
to develop a “continuous public right-of-way along the California 
coastline; a trail designed to foster appreciation and stewardship of 
the scenic and natural resources of the coast through hiking and other 
complementary modes of non-motorized transportation.” The 2016 
RTP/SCS Active Transportation Appendix identifies the improvements 
necessary to help complete the portions of the CCT in Ventura, Los 
Angeles and Orange counties and to provide biking and walking 
access to the CCT.
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CT 6037554600 
(Pop. 4,374) 


CES: 81%-85% 
 


Proposed Project 
1-Mile Segment 


CT 6037554521 
(Pop. 5,752) 


CES: 86%-90% 
 


Alondra Blvd. 


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School  


(13,000 students) 


The City of Norwalk is a suburban city in Los Angeles County with a population of 107,096. Founded in 1957, it is the 58th  
most densely populated city in California. Most homes and much of the infrastructure is over 50 years old. 
Alondra Blvd. is located at the northern edge of two disadvantaged census tracts within Norwalk: 6037554521 and 6037554600.  
Benefiting entities include over 10,000 residents within two DAC tracts as well as students at Cerritos College and Norwalk  
La Mirada Adult School, many of whom live in the surrounding tracts. See below for maps of each census tract and their  
respective CalEnviroScreen details. The project segment along Alondra Blvd. is approximately one mile in length.  
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Cycle 3 Active Transportation 
City of Norwalk 


SB 535 Disadvantaged Community  
  Census Tract Statistics 
 


 


Census Tract: 6037554521 Census Tract: 6037554600 


CalEnviroScreen Score: 86-90% 


Population: 5,752 


The following numbers represent  
the percentile score for that  
component or indicator. A higher  
percentile indicates a higher  
relative burden. Scroll to the bottom  
for a pie chart of race/ethnicity.    


Pollution Burden: 98 


Population 
Characteristics:   


56 


  


Ozone: 21 


PM2.5: 71 


Diesel PM: 84 


Drinking Water: 75 


Pesticides: 82 


Toxic Releases: 91 


Traffic Density: 95 


Cleanup Sites: 29 


Groundwater Threats: 39 


Hazardous Waste: 79 


Impaired Water: 49 


Solid Waste: 58 


  


Age: 85 


Asthma: 23 


Low Birth Weight: 90 


Low Education: 33 


Linguistic Isolation: 55 


Poverty: 21 


Unemployment: 62 
 


CalEnviroScreen Score: 81-85% 


Population: 4,374 


The following numbers represent  
the percentile score for that  
component or indicator. A higher  
percentile indicates a higher  
relative burden. Scroll to the bottom  
for a pie chart of race/ethnicity.    


Pollution Burden: 84 


Population 
Characteristics:   


68 


  


Ozone: 24 


PM2.5: 72 


Diesel PM: 83 


Drinking Water: 41 


Pesticides: 91 


Toxic Releases: 90 


Traffic Density: 38 


Cleanup Sites: 2 


Groundwater Threats: 36 


Hazardous Waste: 76 


Impaired Water: 0 


Solid Waste: 38 


  


Age: 38 


Asthma: 53 


Low Birth Weight: 76 


Low Education: 68 


Linguistic Isolation: 71 


Poverty: 48 


Unemployment: 69 
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Alondra Blvd. Bike and Ped Accidents


2009-2013 TIMS Data


CASEID POINT_X POINT_Y YEAR_LOCATION DAYWEEK CRASHSEV VIOLCAT KILLED INJUREDPEDCOLBICCOLCRASHTYPINVOLVEPED PRIMARYRDSECONDRDDISTANCEINTERSECT_DATE_ TIME_


4060118 -118.1 33.8876 2009 1949 2 4 10 0 1 Y G B B ALONDRA BLSTUDEBAKER RD10 N 1/13/2009 1010


4111838 -118.084 33.88755 2009 1949 3 4 10 0 1 Y G B C ALONDRA BLPIONEER BL 325 N 1/28/2009 1810


4263544 -118.087 33.88765 2009 1949 1 4 10 0 1 Y G B B ALONDRA BLMAIDSTONE AV 0 Y 5/18/2009 2035


4310652 -118.087 33.88766 2009 1949 4 3 8 0 1 Y A G A ALONDRA BLMAIDSTONE AV 8 N 7/2/2009 1845


4357606 -118.1 33.8876 2009 1949 4 3 12 0 1 Y H G A ALONDRA BLSTUDEBAKER RD0 Y 7/30/2009 1912


4824336 -118.089 33.88753 2010 1949 2 4 - 0 1 Y B G A ALONDRA BLGARD AV 5 N 7/13/2010 818


4994200 -118.095 33.88774 2010 1949 2 4 5 0 1 Y D G A ALONDRA BLELMCROFT AV 31 N 10/12/2010 755


5170447 -118.082 33.88757 2011 1949 4 3 12 0 1 Y D G A ALONDRA BLPIONEER BL 4 N 3/24/2011 2231


5189299 -118.085 33.88767 2011 1949 5 1 1 1 1 Y H G A ALONDRA BLMAIDSTONE AV506 N 6/3/2011 1510


5421098 -118.093 33.88767 2011 1949 2 3 5 0 1 Y D G A LONGWORTH AVALONDRA BL 11 N 10/25/2011 1910


5533961 -118.096 33.88775 2012 1949 3 4 12 0 1 Y D G A ALONDRA BLELMCROFT AV 20 N 2/15/2012 1630


5581512 -118.086 33.88766 2012 1949 5 3 5 0 1 Y D G A ALONDRA BLMAIDSTONE AV315 N 3/30/2012 1850


5640654 -118.093 33.88764 2012 1949 5 4 - 0 1 Y D G A LONGWORTH AVALONDRA BL 2 N 5/18/2012 1220


5865251 -118.091 33.88768 2012 1949 3 4 5 0 1 Y D C A GRIDLEY RDALONDRA BL 12 N 9/5/2012 1630


6178651 -118.1 33.8876 2013 1949 3 4 4 0 3 Y C C B ALONDRA BLSTUDEBAKER RD22 N 7/31/2013 1540


6192196 -118.087 33.88765 2013 1949 4 3 12 0 3 Y D G A MAIDSTONE AVALONDRA BL 0 Y 8/8/2013 1740








Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Vicinity/Project Location Map 
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Cerritos 
Community College


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Square 
Shopping Center


DAC Tracts
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City of Norwalk 
Alondra Blvd. Between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Ave. 


Bicycle and Pedestrian Accidents 
2009-2013 


 


 







City of Norwalk 
Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project 


Collision Factors 
2009-2013 


 


1 
 


Two of the 18 crashes indicated below have been pulled from the accident statistics noted in the 


application as they involved other motor vehicles (noted above in the “Involved With” statistics on page 


2). We are only using 16 crashes (4 pedestrian/12 bicycles).  


  


 







City of Norwalk 
Alondra Active Transportation Improvement Project 


Collision Factors 
2009-2013 
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Cerritos College


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions 
Map 1 of 2 


Alondra Blvd. 


Alondra Blvd. between Studebaker Rd. and Pioneer Blvd. = 1 mile


Add 12,000 LF of Class 2 Bike Lanes on the north and south side 
of Alondra Blvd.  Add safety signage to create awareness of 


bicyclists. 


Norwalk La Mirada 
Adult School


Alondra Shopping 
Center







Cerritos College 
Entrance


Alondra Blvd. Active Transportation 
Improvement Project
Project Map – Proposed Conditions
Map 2 of 2 


Remove 12 ficus trees. Demolish 12,000 SF of cracked, uneven concrete 
side panel and construct new sidewalk, ADA curb ramps, safety zone 
planter, & safety lighting. Add 12 new trees and groundcover as needed.


Safety Lighting (24)


Safety Zone Planter (8,000 SF)


ADA Curb Ramps (2) 


Approx. Length: 0.25 miles
or  2,000 LF









		Attachment D-Norwalk Proposed Plan Map.pdf

		Attachment D-ALONDRA TYPICAL CROSS-SECTION
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State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ADA Notice
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats.  For alternate format information, contact the Active Transportation Program at  (916) 653-4335, TTY 711, or write to Caltrans-Local Assistance, 1120 N Street, MS-1, Sacramento, CA 95814.
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA • DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORM
DLA-001 (NEW 4/2016)
v1.2
State of California Department of TransportationForm Title: ATP CYCLE 3 APPLICATION FORMForm Number: DLA-001 (Designed April 2016) Version 1.2
ATP FUNDED COMPONENTS
Infrastructure
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
Non-Infrastructure
Plan
PROJECT FUNDING INFORMATION (1,000s)
Total 
Project $
Total
ATP $
Total
Non-ATP $
Past 
ATP $
Leveraging $
Matching $
Non-Participating $
Future 
Local $
ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION PROGRAM
APPLICATION INDEX PAGE
Application Part 1: Applicant Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 2: General Project Information         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 3: Project Type         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 4: Project Details         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 6: Project Funding         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
PPR         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 7: Application Questions         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Screening Criteria         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 1         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 2         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 3         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 4         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 5         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 6         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 7         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 8         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Question Number 9         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 8: Attachments         
Click on title to go directly to this section in the application.
Application Part 1: Applicant Information
Implementing Agency:   This agency must enter into a Master Agreement with Caltrans and will be financially and contractually responsible for the delivery of the project within all pertinent Federal and State funding requirements, including being responsible and accountable for the use and expenditure of program funds.  This agency is responsible for the accuracy of the technical information provided in the application and is required to sign the application.   
MASTER AGREEMENTS (MAs):
Does the Implementing Agency currently have a MA with Caltrans?
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans MA number
Implementing Agency's Federal Caltrans Master Agreement number
Implementing Agency's State Caltrans MA number
*         Implementing Agencies that do not currently have a MA with Caltrans, must be able to meet the requirements and enter into an MA with Caltrans prior to funds allocation.  The MA approval process can take 6 to 12 months to complete and there is no guarantee the agency will meet the requirements necessary for the State to enter into a MA with the agency.    Delays could also result in a failure to meeting the CTC Allocation timeline requirements and the loss of ATP funding.
Project Partnering Agency:   
The “Project Partnering Agency” is defined as an agency, other than Implementing Agency, that will assume the responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility.   The Implementing Agency must: 1) ensure the Partnering Agency agrees to assume responsibility for the ongoing operations and maintenance of the improved facility, 2) provide documentation of the agreement (e.g., letter of intent) as part of the project application, and 3) ensure a copy of the Memorandum of Understanding or Interagency Agreement between the parties is submitted with the first request for allocation. For these projects, the Project Partnering Agency's information shall be provided below.
Based on the definition above, does this project have a partnering agency?
Application Part 2: General Project Information
Project Coordinates: (latitude/longitude in decimal format)
N
W
Congressional District(s):
State Senate District(s):
State Assembly District(s):
Past Projects: Within the last 10 years, has there been any previous State or Federal ATP, SRTS, SR2S, BTA or other ped/bike funding awards for a project(s) that are adjacent to or overlap the limits of project scope of this application?
Project Number
Past Project 
Funding 
Funded 
Amount $
Project 
Type
Type of overlap/connection 
with past projects 
(select only one which matches the best)
Application Part 3: Project Type
Development of a Plan in a Disadvantaged Community: (Check all Plan types that apply)  
Indicate any of the following plans that your agency currently has:  (Check all that apply) 
PROJECT SUB-TYPE  (check all Project Sub-Types that apply):
For a project to qualify for Safe Routes to School designation, the project must directly increase safety and convenience for public school students to walk and/or bike to school. Safe Routes to Schools infrastructure projects must be located within two miles of a public school or within the vicinity of a public school bus stop and the students must be the intended beneficiaries of the project. Other than traffic education and enforcement activities, non-infrastructure projects do not have a location restriction. 
 
Projects with Safe Routes to School elements must fill out "School and Student Details" later in this application.
As a condition of receiving funding, projects with Safe Routes to School Elements must commit to completing additional before and after student surveys as defined in the Caltrans Active Transportation Guidelines (LAPG Chapter 22).
For each school benefited by the project: 1) Fill in the school and student information; and 2) Include the required attachment information.
Project improvements maximum distance from school 
mile
**Refer to the California Department of Education website:  http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sh/cw/filesafdc.asp
Trails Projects constructing multi-purpose trails are generally eligible in the Active Transportation Program.  If the applicant believes all or part of their project meets the federal requirements of the Recreational Trails Program they are encouraged to seek a determination from the California Department of Parks and Recreation on the eligibility of their project to complete for this funding.   This is optional but recommended because some trails projects may compete better under this funding program.
 
For all trails projects: 
Do you feel a portion of your project is eligible for federal Recreational Trail funding?   
Applicants intending to pursue “Recreational Trails Program funding” must submit the required information to the California Department of Parks and Recreation prior to the ATP application submissions deadline.  (See the Application Instructions for details) 
 
*Recreational Trail funding can only fund work outside of the roadway Right-of-way.
Application Part 4: Project Details
INFRASTRUCTURE TYPE (Only Intended for Infrastructure Projects)
Note:         When quantifying the amount of Active Transportation improvements proposed by the project, do not double-count the improvements that benefit both Bicyclists and Pedestrians (i.e. new RRFB/Signal should only show as a Pedestrian or Bicycle Improvement).
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing bicycle infrastructure: i.e. Class 2 to Class 4)
New Bike Lanes/Routes:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Bike Share Program:
Number
Number
Bike Racks/Lockers:
Number
Number
Other Bicycle Improvements:
(As opposed to cost going towards "improving" existing pedestrian infrastructure.)
Sidewalks:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
ADA Ramp Improvements:
Number
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Number
Number
Number
Mid-Block Crossing:
Number
Number
Lighting:
Number
Linear Feet
Pedestrian Amenities:
Number
Number
Number
Other Ped Improvements:
Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Non-Class 1 Trails:
Linear Feet
Linear Feet
Other Trail Improvements:
Road Diets:
Linear Feet
Number
Speed Feedback Signs:
Number
Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Un-Signalized Intersections:
Number
Number
Other Traffic-Calming
Improvements:
Right of Way (R/W) Impacts (Check all that apply)
The federal R/W process involving private property acquisitions and/or private utility relocations can often take 18 to 24 months.  The project schedule in the application for R/W needs to reflect the necessary time to complete the federal R/W process.
*See the application instructions for more details on the required coordination and documentation from these agencies.
Application Part 5: Project Schedule
NOTES:         1) Per CTC Guidelines, all project applications must be submitted with the expectation of receiving federal funding and therefore the schedule below must account for the extra time needed for federal project delivery requirements and approvals, including a NEPA environmental clearance and for each CTC allocation there must also be a Notice to Proceed with Federally Reimbursable work.
         2) Prior to estimating the durations of the project delivery tasks (below), applicants are highly encouraged to review the appropriate chapters of the Local Assistance Procedures Manual and work closely with District Local Assistance Staff.
         3) The proposed CTC allocation dates must be between July 1, 2019 and June 30, 2021 to be consistent with the available ATP funds for Cycle 3.
This page cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
INFRASTRUCTURE PROJECTS:
PA&ED Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months         (See note #2, above)
PS&E Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
Right of Way Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
* PS&E and Right of Way phases can be allocated at the same CTC meeting.
Construction Project Delivery Phase:
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS: (This includes combined "I" and "NI" projects)
Will ATP funds be used in this phase of the project?
months	
Proposed Dates for "Before" and "After" Counts (As required by the CTC and Caltrans guidelines):
Application Part 6: Project Funding
(1,000s)
The Project Funding table cannot be completed until a project type has been selected in Part 3.
Project
Phase
Total
Project
Costs
Total 
ATP
Funding
ATP
Allocation 
Year *
Total
Non-ATP
Funding **
Non-
Participating
Funding
"Prior"
ATP
Funding
Leveraging
Funding
Matching
Funding ***
(for federal $)
Future Local Identified Funding 
PA&ED
PS&E
R/W
CON
NI-CON
TOTAL
*          The CTC Allocation-Year is calculated based on the information entered into the "Project Schedule" section.
 
**  Applicants must ensure that the “Total Non-ATP Funding” values show in this table match the overall Non-ATP Funding values they enter into Page 2 of the PPR (later in this form)
         
***         For programming purposes, applicants, are asked to identify the portion of the Leveraging Funding that meets the requirements to be used as match for new Federal ATP funding.
ATP FUNDING TYPE REQUESTED:
Per the CTC Guidelines, all ATP projects must be eligible to receive federal funding. Most ATP projects will receive federal funding; however, it is the intent of the Commission to consolidate the allocation of federal funds to as few projects as practicable. Therefore, the smallest projects may be granted State Funding from the State Highway Account (SHA) for all or part of the project.  Agencies with projects under $1M, especially ones being implemented by agencies who are not familiar with the federal funding process, are encouraged to request State funding.
Do you believe your project warrants receiving state-only funding?
ATP PROJECT PROGRAMMING REQUEST (PPR):
Using the Project Schedule, Project Funding, and General Project information provided, this electronic form has automatically prepared the following PPR pages. Applicants must review the information in the PPR to confirm it matches their expectations.
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Funding Information:
DO NOT FILL IN ANY SHADED AREAS
Proposed Total Project Cost ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
PPR Funding Information Table
ATP Funds
Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Non-Infrastructure Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Plan Cycle 3
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
ATP Funds
Previous Cycle
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Exhibit 22-G Project Programming Request (PPR)
Project Information:
Project Title:
District
County
Route
EA
Project ID
PPNO
Summary of Non-ATP Funding
The Non-ATP funding shown on this page must match the values in the Project Funding table.
Fund No. 2:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 3:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 4:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 5:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 6:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Fund No. 7:
Proposed Funding Allocation ($1,000s)  
Component	
Prior
16/17
17/18
18/19
19/20
20/21
21/22+
Total
E&P (PA&ED)
PS&E
R/W
CON
TOTAL
Application Part 7: Application Questions
Screening Criteria
The following Screening Criteria are requirements for applications to be considered for ATP funding.  Failure to demonstrate a project meets these criteria will result is the disqualification of the application. 
1.         Demonstrated fiscal needs of the applicant:
-         Is all or part of the project currently (or has it ever been) formally programmed in an RTPA, MPO and/or Caltrans funding program? 
If "Yes", explain why the project is not considered "fully funded".  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are any elements of the proposed project directly or indirectly related to the intended improvements of a past or future development or capital improvement project? 
If “Yes”, explain why the other project cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
-         Are adjacent properties undeveloped or under-developed where standard “conditions of development” could be placed on future adjacent redevelopment to construct the proposed project improvements?
If “Yes”, explain why the development cannot fund the proposed project.  (Max of 200 Words)
2.         Consistency with an adopted regional transportation plan:
-         Is the project consistent with the relevant adopted regional transportation plan that has been developed and updated pursuant to Government Code Section 65080?
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
If “No”, document why the project should still be considered as being “consistent with the Regional Plan”.  (Max of 200 Words)
Note:  Projects not providing proof will be disqualified and not be evaluated.
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #1
QUESTION #1
DISADVANTAGED COMMUNITIES (0-10 POINTS)
A.         Map of Project Boundaries, Access and Destination  (0 points): Required
B.         Identification of Disadvantaged Community:  (0 points)
Select one of the following 4 options.  Must provide information for all Census Tract/Block Group/Place # that the project affects.
         ●  Median Household Income
         ●  CalEnviroScreen
         ●  Free or Reduced Priced School Meals - Applications using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.
         ● Other 
The Median Household Income (Table ID B19013) is less than 80% of the statewide median based on the most current Census Tract (ID 140) level data from the 2010-2014 American Community Survey (ACS) (<$49,191). Communities with a population less than 15,000 may use data at the Census Block Group (ID 150) level. Unincorporated communities may use data at the Census Place (ID 160) level. Data is available at: http://factfinder.census.gov/faces/nav/jsf/pages/index.xhtml 
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
MHI  
Median Household Income Table
Lowest median household income from above (autofill): $
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
Median household income by census tract for the community(ies) benefited by the project: $
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the median household income is greater than $49,120, this program does not qualify for this option. 
An area identified as among the most disadvantaged 25% in the state according to the CalEPA and based on the California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen 2.0) scores (score must be greater than or equal to 36.62). This list can be found at the following link under SB 535 List of Disadvantaged Communities:
http://www.calepa.ca.gov/EnvJustice/GHGInvest/
Census Tract/Block Group/Place #
Population 
CalEnviroScreen Score
Cal Enviro Screen Table
Highest California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only)
California Communities Environmental Health Screening Tool 2.0 (CalEnviroScreen) score for the community benefited by the project:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the CalEnviroScreen score is less than 36.62, this program does not qualify for this option. 
At least 75% of public school students in the project area are eligible to receive free or reduced-price meals under the National School Lunch Program. Data is available at: http://www.cde.ca.gov/ds/sd/sd/filessp.asp (auto filled from Part A).
Applicants using this measure must demonstrate how the project benefits the school students in the project area.  Project must be located within two miles of the school(s) represented by this criteria. 
School Name
School Enrollment
% of Students Eligible for FRPM
Data for this table is automatically populated with the school data entered on Application Part 3.
Highest percentage of students eligible from above (autofill):
(to be used for qualifying as benefiting a DAC only) 
Percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals Programs:
(to be used for severity calculation only)
Since the percentage of students eligible for the Free or Reduced Price Meals program is less than 75%, this program does not qualify for this option. 
Other
Creation of new routes?
●  If a project applicant believes a project benefits a disadvantaged community but the project does not meet the aforementioned criteria due to a lack of accurate Census data or CalEnviroScreen data that represents a small neighborhood or unincorporated area, the applicant must submit for consideration a quantitative assessment to demonstrate that the community’s median household income is at or below 80% of that state median household income. (Max of 200 Words)
●  Regional definitions of disadvantaged communities as adopted in a Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) by an MPO or RTPA per obligations with Title VI of the Federal Civil Rights Act of 1964, such as “environmental justice communities” or “communities of concern,” may be used in lieu of the options identified above. Applicant must provide section of the RTP referenced. (Max of 200 Words)
C.         Direct Benefit:  (0 - 4 points)
1.         Explain how the project/program/plan closes a gap, provides connections to, or addresses a deficiency in an active transportation network or meets an important community need. (Max of 50 Words)
2.         Explain how the disadvantaged community residents will have physical access to the project/program/plan. 
         (Max of 50 Words)         
3.         Illustrate how the project was requested or supported by the disadvantaged community residents. 
         (Max of 50 Words)
D.         Project Location:  (0 - 2 points)
E.         Severity:  (0 - 4 points)
a.         Auto calculated
Part B: Narrative Questions
Question #2
QUESTION #2
POTENTIAL FOR INCREASED WALKING AND BICYCLING, ESPECIALLY AMONG STUDENTS, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF WALKING AND BICYCLING ROUTES TO AND FROM SCHOOLS, TRANSIT FACILITIES, COMMUNITY CENTERS, EMPLOYMENT CENTERS, AND OTHER DESTINATIONS; AND INCLUDING INCREASING AND IMPROVING  CONNECTIVITY AND MOBILITY OF NON-MOTORIZED USERS. (0-35 POINTS)
Please provide the following information: (This must be completed to be considered for funding for infrastructure projects)
# of Users
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Date of Counts
Mark here if N/A to project
Current
Projected
(1 year after completion)
Safe Routes to School projects and programs:  The following information related to the Safe Routes to School Projects data was already entered in part 3 of the application.
School
Total Student Enrollment
Approx. # of Students Living Along School Route Proposed	
# of Students Currently Walking/Biking to School
Projected # of Students that will 
walk/bike after project
Net projected Change in Students 
walking/biking
Total
Data in this table will be automatically populated with the school data entered in Application Part 3.
Document the methodologies used to establish the current count data. (Max of 200 Words)
A.         Describe the specific active transportation need that the proposed project/plan/program will address. (0-15 points) 
         (Max of 500 Words)
B.         Describe how the proposed project/plan/program will address the active transportation need: (0-20 points)
1.         Close a gap?
Close a gap?
Gap closure = Construction of a missing segment of an existing facility in order to make that facility continuous.
a.         Must provide a map of each gap closure identifying gap and connections.
b.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Creation of new routes?
Creation of new routes?
New route = Construction of a new facility that did not previously exist for non-motorized users that provides a course or way to get from one place to another.
a.         Must provide a map of the new route location.
b.         Describe the existing route(s) that currently connect the affected transportation related and community identified destinations and why the route(s) are not adequate. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Removal of barrier to mobility?
a.         Type of barrier:
b.         Must provide a map identifying the barrier location and improvement.
c.         Describe the existing negative effects of barrier to be removed and how the project addresses the existing barrier. 
         (Max of 100 Words)
d.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Other improvements to routes?
Other improvements to routes?
a.         Must provide a map of the new improvement location.
b.         Explain the improvement. (Max of 100 Words)
c.         Describe how the project links or connects, or encourages use of existing routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  Specific destination must be identified. (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
Plan for increasing biking and walking in the community?
a.         Describe how the plan will address links or connections, or encourage the use of existing/new routes to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Describe how the plan will result in implementable projects and programs in the future.   (Max of 100 Words)
c.         A description of steps necessary to implement the plan and the reporting process that will be used to keep the adopting agency and community informed of the progress being made in implementing the plan. (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing
         walking or biking in the community?
Encourages and/or educates with the goal of increasing walking or biking in the community?
a.         Describe how the program encourages walking or biking to transportation-related and community identified destinations where an increase in active transportation modes can be realized, including but not limited to: schools, school facilities, transit facilities, community, social service or medical centers, employment centers, high density or affordable housing, regional, State or national trail system, recreational and visitor destinations or other community identified destinations.  (Max of 100 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #3
QUESTION #3
POTENTIAL FOR REDUCING THE NUMBER AND/OR RATE OR THE RISK OF PEDESTRIAN AND BICYCLIST FATALITIES AND INJURIES, INCLUDING THE IDENTIFICATION OF SAFETY HAZARDS FOR PEDESTRIANS AND BICYCLISTS.  (0-25 POINTS)
A.         Describe the plan/program influence area or project location’s history of collisions resulting in fatalities and injuries to non-motorized users and the source(s) of data used (e.g. collision reports, community observation, surveys, audits).  (10 points max)
1.         The following reported crashes must have all occurred within the project’s influence area within the last 5 years (only crashes that the project has a chance to mitigate):
# of Crashes	
Pedestrian
Bicycle
Total
Fatalities
Injuries
Total
2.         Applicant can provide bicycle and pedestrian (only) crash rates in addition to the information required above. (Max of 200 Words)
3.         Discuss specific accident data. (Max of 200 Words)
4.         Attach a SWITRS or equivalent (i.e. UC Berkeley’s TIMS tool) listing of all bicycle and pedestrian crashes (only) shown in the map above and in this application.
*Applications that do not have the crash data above OR that prefer to provide additional crash data and/or safety data in a different format can provide this data below.  The corresponding methodology used must also be included.   Input Data and methodologies here and/or include them via a separate attachment in the field below. (Max of 200 Words)
B.         Safety Countermeasures (15 points max)
         Describe how the project/program/plan will remedy (one or more) potential safety hazards that contribute to pedestrian and/or bicyclist injuries or fatalities (only); Countermeasures must directly address the underlying factors that are contributing to the occurrence of pedestrian and/or bicyclist collisions.
1.         Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
Reduces speed or volume of motor vehicles in the proximity of non-motorized users?
a.         Current speed and/or volume: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated speed and/or volume after project completion : (Max of 100 Words)
2.         Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves sight distance and visibility between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current sight distance and/or visibility issue: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Anticipated sight distance and/or visibility issue resolution: (Max of 100 Words)
3.         Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
Eliminates potential conflict points between motorized and non-motorized users, including creating physical separation between motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Current conflict point description: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         Improvement that addresses conflict point: (Max of 100 Words)
4.         Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
Improves compliance with local traffic laws for both motorized and non-motorized users?
a.         Which Law:
b.         How will the project improve compliance: (Max of 100 Words)
5.         Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
Addresses inadequate vehicular traffic control devices?
a.         List traffic controls that are inadequate: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
6.         Addresses inadequate or unsafe bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks?
a.         List bicycle facilities, trails, crosswalks and/or sidewalks that are inadequate:          (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How are they inadequate? (Max of 100 Words)
c.         How does the project address the inadequacies? (Max of 100 Words)
7.         Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
Eliminates or reduces behaviors that lead to collisions involving non-motorized users?
a.         List of behaviors: (Max of 100 Words)
b.         How will the project will eliminate or reduce these behaviors? (Max of 100 Words)
Plans
Describe how the plan will identify and plan to address hazards identified in the plan area, including the potential for mitigating safety hazards as a prioritization criterion, and/or including countermeasures that address safety hazards.  (Max of 200 Words)
Non-Infrastructure
Describe how the program educates bicyclists, pedestrians, and/or drivers about safety hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists. Describe how the program encourages this safe behavior. If available, include documentation of effectiveness of similar programs in encouraging safe behavior.  (Max of 200 Words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #4
QUESTION #4
PUBLIC PARTICIPATION and PLANNING (0-10 POINTS)
 
Describe the community based public participation process that culminated in the project/program proposal or will be utilized as part of the development of a plan.  
A.         What is/was the process of defining future policies, goals, investments and designs to prepare for future needs of users of this project?  How did the applicant analyze the wide range of alternatives and impacts on the transportation system to influence beneficial outcomes? (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Who: Describe who was/will be engaged in the identification and development of this project/program/plan (for plans: who will be engaged) and how they were/will be engaged.   Describe and provide documentation of the type, extent, and duration of outreach and engagement conducted to relevant stakeholders. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
C.         What:  Describe the feedback received during the stakeholder engagement process and describe how the public participation and planning process has improved the project’s overall effectiveness at meeting the purpose and goals of the ATP. (3 points max) (Max of 200 words)
D.         Describe how stakeholders will continue to be engaged in the implementation of the project/program/plan.  
                  (1 point max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #5
QUESTION #5
IMPROVED PUBLIC HEALTH (0-10 POINTS)
 
•         NOTE: Applicants applying for the disadvantaged community set aside must respond to the below questions with health data specific to the disadvantaged communities. All applicants must cite information specific to project location and targeted users. Failure to do so will result in lost points. 
A.         Describe the health status of the targeted users of the project/program/plan.  Describe how you considered health benefits when developing this project or program (for plans: how will you consider health throughout the plan). (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
B.         Describe how you expect your project/proposal/plan to promote healthy communities and provide outreach to the targeted users. (5 points max) (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #6
QUESTION #6
COST EFFECTIVENESS (0-5 POINTS)
A project’s cost effectiveness is considered to be the relative costs of the project in comparison to the project’s benefits as defined by the purpose and goals of the ATP.  This includes the consideration of the safety and mobility benefit in relation to both the total project cost and the funds provided. 
 
Explain why the project is considered to have the highest Benefit to Cost Ratio (B/C) with respect to the ATP purpose and goals of “increased use of active modes of transportation”.  (5 points max.)  (Max of 200 words)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #7
QUESTION #7
LEVERAGING OF NON-ATP FUNDS (0-5 POINTS)
A.         The application funding plan will show all federal, state and local funding for the project: (5 points max.)
 
                  Based on the project funding information provided earlier in the application, the following Leveraging and Matching amounts are designated for this project.  Applicants must review and verify these values meet the following criteria:
                   Leveraging Funds
                           Non-ATP funds; either already expended by the applicant or funds to be programmed for use on elements within the requested ATP project.  This non-ATP funding can only be considered "Leveraging" funding if it goes towards ATP eligible costs.
                  Matching Funds
                           The portion of the Leveraging funding that can be used as the local match if Federal ATP funding is programmed.  These must be 
                           non-federal funds not yet expended and provided by the applicant in a specific project phase.
                   If these numbers do not match this criteria and/or the applicant's expectations, the numbers inputted earlier need to be revised.
                   
 
                   Funding in $1,000s
PA&ED Phase Project Delivery Costs:
PS&E Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Right of Way Phase Project Delivery Costs:
Construction Phase Project Delivery Costs:
NON-INFRASTRUCTURE (NI) AND "PLAN" PROJECTS:
OVERALL TOTALS FOR PROJECT/APPLICATION:
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #8
QUESTION #8
USE OF CALIFORNIA CONSERVATION CORPS (CCC) OR A CERTIFIED COMMUNITY CONSERVATION CORPS (0 or -5 POINTS)
- For project "Plan" types, this section is not required. -
Step 1:         The applicant must submit the following information via email concurrently to both the CCC AND certified community conservation corps at least 5 days prior to application submittal to Caltrans.  The CCC and certified community conservation corps will respond within five (5) business days from receipt of the information. 
 
                  •         Project Title
                  •         Project Description                                 
                  •         Detailed Estimate                              
                  •         Project Schedule
                  •         Project Map                                              
                  •         Preliminary Plan
Click on the following links for the California Conservation Corps and community conservation corps Representative ATP contact information: 
http://calocalcorps.org/active-transportation-program/
http://www.ccc.ca.gov/work/programs/ATP/Pages/ATP%20home.aspx
The applicant must also attach any email correspondence from the CCC and certified community conservation corps or Tribal corps (if applicable) to the application verifying communication/participation.  Failure to attach their email responses will result in a loss of 5 points.
Step 2:         The applicant has coordinated with the CCC AND with the certified community conservation corps, or the Tribal corps and determined the following: (check appropriate box)
Part B: Narrative Questions
Detailed Instructions for Question #9
QUESTION #9
APPLICANT’S PERFORMANCE ON PAST ATP FUNDED PROJECTS (0 - 10 points) 
For Caltrans use only.
 
Part C: Application Attachments
Applicants must ensure all data in this part of the application is fully consistent with the other parts of the application. See the Application Instructions and Guidance document for more information and requirements related to Part C.
List of Application Attachments
The following attachment names and order must be maintained for all applications.  Depending on the Project Type (I, NI or Plans) some attachments will be intentionally left blank.  All non-blank attachments must be identified in hard-copy applications using “tabs” with appropriate letter designations
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